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1 Introduction 

1.1 Purpose of the Coordination Plan 

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) 

was enacted in 2005. It addresses the many challenges facing our nation’s transportation system, such as 

improving safety, reducing traffic congestion, improving efficiency in freight movement, increasing 

intermodal connectivity, and protecting the environment.  

Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU requires the lead agencies for any federally funded project performing an 

environmental impact statement (EIS) to establish a plan for coordinating public and agency involvement 

during the environmental review process. 

Because the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is expected to provide funding for this project, it is 

the lead federal agency for the project. The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), as the direct 

recipient of federal funds for the project, is the joint lead agency and the project sponsor. 

This coordination plan defines the process by which ADOT and FHWA will communicate information about 

the North–South Corridor Study EIS to the cooperating and participating agencies and to the public. The plan 

also identifies how input from agencies and the public will be solicited and considered. 

This coordination plan facilitates and documents the lead agencies’ interaction with the public and other 

agencies. It describes how the coordination will be accomplished throughout the environmental review 

process. This coordination plan promotes an efficient and streamlined process and good project management 

through coordination, scheduling, and early resolution of issues. 

This coordination plan: 

 identifies early coordination efforts 

 identifies cooperating and participating agencies 

 establishes the timing and methods for gathering agency input on the project’s purpose and need, study 

area, range of alternatives, study methodologies, technical reports, findings of the draft EIS, preferred 

alternative, and mitigation strategies 

 establishes the timing and methods for gathering public input on the project’s purpose and need, study 

area, range of alternatives, issues of concern, environmental features, and findings of the draft EIS 

 describes the communication methods for informing the community about the project 

 establishes a conflict resolution process for the cooperating agencies 

This coordination plan is being developed in conjunction with a separate public involvement plan. It will be 

updated periodically to reflect any changes to the project schedule and other items that may require updating 

over the course of the project. 
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1.2 Background and Study Description 

ADOT, in cooperation with FHWA, has prepared this coordination plan as required by Section 6002 of 

SAFETEA-LU for the North–South Corridor Study. The North–South Corridor is a major new transportation 

corridor proposed in Pinal County, Arizona. ADOT and FHWA are advancing this study through preparation 

of an EIS.  

The North–South Corridor is bounded on the north by United States Route 60, in the vicinity of Apache 

Junction, and extends south for approximately 45 miles to Interstate 10 between Eloy and Marana (Figures 1 

and 2). 

As part of this study, a purpose and need statement is being developed to provide a summary of existing 

conditions, historical context, regional population and economic growth, and future travel demand. The 

purpose and need statement has been refined based on input from agencies and the public during the initial 

coordination and scoping period.  

The proposed North–South Corridor is needed to achieve transportation objectives identified in local, 

regional, and statewide plans. Several of these plans are listed below, with the authors in parentheses.  

 Southeast Maricopa/Northern Pinal County Area Transportation Study, 2003 (Maricopa Association of 

Governments, Central Arizona Association of Governments, ADOT) 

 Pinal County Corridors Definition Study, 2007 (ADOT) 

 Queen Creek Small Area Transportation Study, 2007 (Town of Queen Creek, ADOT) 

 Coolidge-Florence Regional Transportation Plan, 2008 (City of Coolidge, Town of Florence, ADOT) 

 Pinal County Regionally Significant Routes Plan for Safety and Mobility, 2008 (Pinal County) 

 Pinal County Comprehensive Plan, 2009 (Pinal County) 

 Statewide Transportation Planning Framework, 2010 (ADOT)  

The purpose of the proposed corridor, as currently defined, is to add continuous and nonfragmented north-to-

south transportation capacity in the North–South Corridor, accommodate projected travel demand, relieve 

congestion anticipated to result from projected growth, provide traffic relief to Interstate 10, and provide a 

direct connection to the eastern portion of the Phoenix metropolitan area. 
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Figure 1.  North–South Corridor location in the state 
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Figure 2.  North–South Corridor vicinity 
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2 Lead, Cooperating, and Participating Agencies and Key Stakeholders 

This section identifies the lead, cooperating, and participating agencies that will be involved with the North–

South Corridor Study. It defines their roles and responsibilities and also identifies several nongovernmental 

entities that will be key stakeholders. 

2.1 Agency Roles and Responsibilities 

The agencies discussed in this section (except for the lead agencies) have been invited by letter to participate 

in the North–South Corridor Study. All cooperating and participating agencies are responsible for: 

 participating in the scoping process 

 providing comments on the purpose and need, study methodologies, and range of alternatives 

 identifying any issues of concern regarding the project’s impacts on the natural and human environments 

 providing timely input on unresolved issues 

Lead Agencies 

Table 1 shows the lead agencies for this project, including their roles and responsibilities. 

Table 1.  Lead agency roles and responsibilities 

Agency Role Responsibilities 

Federal Highway 
Administration 

Lead 
Manage Section 6002 process, prepare environmental impact 
statement, provide opportunity for public and agency 
involvement, approve environmental document, provide funding 

Arizona Department 
of Transportation 

Lead, project sponsor 

Manage Section 6002 process, prepare environmental impact 
statement, provide opportunity for public and agency 
involvement, provide state funding match, construct and maintain 
facility (if applicable) 

 

Cooperating Agencies 

Cooperating agencies are specifically requested by the lead agency to participate during the environmental 

evaluation process for the project. National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) regulations—codified in 

23 Code of Federal Regulations § 771.111(d)—require that those federal agencies with jurisdiction by law 

(with permitting or land transfer authority) or with special expertise regarding any potential project-related 

environmental impact be invited to serve as cooperating agencies for an EIS. A state or local agency with 

similar qualifications may also become a cooperating agency. When the potential impacts would occur on 

land of tribal interest, a Native American tribe may also become a cooperating agency. 

Should a federal agency choose to decline cooperating agency status, that agency is obligated to respond to 

the invitation in writing and provide a copy of that response to the Council of Environmental Quality, in 

accordance with 40 Code of Federal Regulations § 1501.6(c). 
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Should a federal agency choose to decline cooperating agency status, that agency will automatically be 

considered a participating agency. If a federal agency should choose to decline both cooperating and 

participating status, that agency must submit a written response stating that it (1) has no jurisdiction or 

authority with respect to the project, (2) has no expertise or information relevant to the project, and (3) does 

not intend to submit comments on the project. In the absence of a written response, invited federal agencies 

will automatically be considered participating agencies. 

Cooperating agencies invited to participate in this study are listed in Table 2. These cooperating agencies are 

also invited to be participating agencies. If new information reveals the need to request another agency to 

serve as a cooperating agency, ADOT will issue an invitation to that agency. 

Table 2.  Agencies invited to serve as cooperating agencies 

Agency Responsibilities Status 

U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers  

Ensure Clean Water Act compliance; provide Section 404 permit; 
provide comments on purpose and need, impact assessment 
methodologies, and range of alternatives 

Accepted invitation – 
cooperating agency 

U.S. Department  
of the Interior Bureau of 
Land Management 

As trustee for federal land, provide input on potential impacts to 
federal land; provide comments on purpose and need, impact 
assessment methodologies, and range of alternatives 

No response to 
invitation – 
participating agency 

U.S. Department  
of the Interior Bureau of 
Reclamation 

As a water management agency, provide input on potential impacts 
to water and hydropower facilities; provide comments on purpose 
and need, impact assessment, methodologies, and range of 
alternatives 

Accepted invitation – 
cooperating agency 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 

Protect human health and the environment; provide comments on 
purpose and need, impact assessment methodologies, and range of 
alternatives 

Accepted invitation – 
cooperating agency 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

Conserve, protect, and enhance fish, wildlife, and plants and their 
habitats; ensure compliance with the Endangered Species Act; 
provide comments on purpose and need, impact assessment 
methodologies, and range of alternatives 

Accepted invitation – 
cooperating agency 

Western Area Power 
Administration  

As owner of power facilities, provide input on potential impacts to 
these federal facilities; provide comments on purpose and need, 
impact assessment methodologies, and range of alternatives 

Accepted invitation – 
cooperating agency 

U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal 
Railroad Administration 

The Federal Rail Administration (FRA) has expressed interest in the 
study as decisions for the Study Corridor could impact the Arizona 
Passenger Rail Corridor Study: Tucson to Phoenix Project.  

Accepted invitation – 
cooperating agency 

 

Invitation letters were mailed to the agencies listed in Table 2 on October 4 and 5, 2010. Letters accepting 

the invitation to serve as cooperating agencies were received from each agency (Appendix A), except for the 

U.S. Department of the Interior Bureau of Land Management—this agency will be designated as a 

participating agency. 

Participating Agencies 

Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU created a new category of agencies to participate in the EIS environmental 

review process: federal, state, tribal, regional, and local governmental agencies with an interest in the project. 

These participating agencies are formally invited to participate in the environmental review process. 

Nongovernmental organizations and private entities cannot serve as participating agencies.  
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Any federal agency invited to participate in the environmental review process shall be designated as a 

participating agency unless the invited agency informs the lead agency, in writing, by the deadline specified 

in the invitation that it: (1) has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project, (2) has no expertise or 

information relevant to the project, and (3) does not intend to submit comments on the project. 

The invited participating agencies are shown in Table 3. Designation as a participating agency does not 

imply project support and, if applicable, does not provide an agency with increased oversight or approval 

authority beyond its statutory limits. 

Table 3.  Agencies invited to serve as participating agencies 

Agency Responsibilities Status 

Federal agencies 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation 
Service  

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation – participating agency 
(any invited federal agency that does not submit 
a letter declining the invitation is designated as 
a participating agency) 

U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation 
Administration  

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation – participating agency 
(any invited federal agency that does not submit 
a letter declining the invitation is designated as 
a participating agency) 

U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Railroad 
Administration  

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

FRA requests cooperating agency status on the 
EIS 

U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Transit 
Administration  

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation – participating agency 
(any invited federal agency that does not submit 
a letter declining the invitation is designated as 
a participating agency) 

State agencies 

Arizona Air National Guard  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

Arizona Department of 
Corrections   

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

Arizona Department of 
Environmental Quality  

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

Arizona Department of Public 
Safety 

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

Arizona Game and Fish 
Department  

Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

Arizona State Land Department  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

Arizona State Parks  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

Counties 

Maricopa County  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

Pinal County  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

(continued on next page) 
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Table 3.  Agencies invited to serve as participating agencies (continued) 

Agency Responsibilities Status 

Cities and towns 

City of Apache Junction  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

City of Casa Grande  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

City of Coolidge  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

City of Eloy 
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

City of Mesa  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

Town of Florence  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

Town of Gilbert  
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

No response to invitation 

Town of Queen Creek 
Provide input relative to agency’s 
interest in the project 

Accepted invitation – participating agency 

 

As shown in Table 3, federal agencies invited to serve as participating agencies did not respond to the 

invitation letters, with the exception of the Federal Railroad Administration. Because they are federal 

agencies and because they did not specifically decline the invitation, they are designated as participating 

agencies. The Federal Railroad Administration has subsequently requested, and been granted, cooperating 

agency designation (see Appendix A). 

A state, tribal, or local agency needs to respond affirmatively to the invitation to be designated as a 

participating agency. If it fails to respond by the stated deadline or declines the invitation, regardless of the 

reasons for declining, the agency is not considered a participating agency. Eight state/local agencies did not 

respond to the invitation as of December 13, 2010. Nine state/local agencies accepted the invitation (see 

Appendix B) and will serve as participating agencies. 

Summary of Lead, Cooperating, and Participating Agencies 

Table 4 summarizes the agencies that will serve in the lead, cooperating, and participating roles for the 

North–South Corridor Study. 

Any agency that is not designated as a cooperating or participating agency will be free to comment on the 

study, as will any member of the public. The lead agencies will take substantive comments of any interested 

parties into consideration throughout the study process. 
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Table 4.  Summary of lead, cooperating, and participating agencies 

Designation Agencies 

Lead 
Arizona Department of Transportation  

Federal Highway Administration 

Cooperating 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

U.S. Department of the Interior Bureau of Reclamation  

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Western Area Power Administration 

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Railroad Administration 

Participating 

Arizona Air National Guard 

Arizona Game and Fish Department 

Arizona State Parks 

City of Apache Junction 

City of Casa Grande 

City of Eloy 

City of Mesa 

Town of Florence 

Town of Queen Creek 

U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service 

U.S. Department of the Interior Bureau of Land Management 

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration 

 

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration 

2.2 Key Stakeholders 

Nongovernmental and private entities may not serve as participating agencies but may be engaged during the 

EIS process as key stakeholders. Several key stakeholders have been identified for the North–South Corridor 

Study and will be engaged throughout the study process: 

 Central Arizona Association of Governments 

 Central Arizona Project 

 Maricopa Association of Governments 

 Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport Authority 

 Pima Association of Governments 

 Salt River Project 

 Valley Metro 
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Agencies that were invited to serve as participating agencies but did not respond to the invitation are also 

considered key stakeholders: 

 Arizona Department of Corrections 

 Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 

 Arizona Department of Public Safety 

 Arizona State Land Department 

 Maricopa County 

 Pinal County 

 City of Coolidge 

 Town of Gilbert 

2.3 Contact Information 

Contact information for the lead, cooperating, and participating agencies and key stakeholders is listed in 

Appendix C. 
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3 Coordination Activities 

This section describes coordination activities to be conducted throughout the environmental review process, 

including initial coordination, coordination points (milestones), and distribution of information. 

3.1 NEPA EIS Process Coordination 

On March 17, 2009, in conformance with requirements of SAFETEA-LU, ADOT formally notified FHWA 

of its intent to initiate the NEPA EIS process for this project. Following the project initiation, FHWA, with 

assistance from ADOT, prepared a Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS, as required by Council on 

Environmental Quality regulations, codified at 40 Code of Federal Regulation § 1501.7. The Notice of Intent 

was published in the Federal Register on September 20, 2010. 

Notification of the preparation of the EIS and an announcement of the public scoping meetings were 

published in the following local newspapers: Tri-Valley Dispatch, Apache Junction Independent, Queen 

Creek Independent, Apache Junction/Gold Canyon News, Arizona Republic, Coolidge Examiner, Eloy 

Enterprise, and Florence Reminder/Blade-Tribune. 

3.2 NEPA EIS Process Coordination Points, Information Requirements, and Responsibilities 

Table 5 lists key coordination points (study milestones), including which agency is responsible for activities 

during that coordination point. It specifies the information required at each coordination point. 
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Table 5.  Coordination points and associated activities 

Coordination point 
Information out 

(by lead agencies) 
Information in 

Agencies to 
provide input 

Notice of Intent 
Publish Notice of Intent in Federal 
Register; invite agencies to 
scoping meeting 

Comments on Notice of 
Intent 

Lead agencies 

Purpose and need 
(30-day comment period  
for cooperating and 
participating agencies  
and public) 

Provide cooperating and 
participating agencies and the 
public with draft purpose and 
need statement; solicit comments 

Comments on purpose and 
need statement and issues 
of concern 

Cooperating and 
participating 
agencies and the 
public 

Range of alternatives 
(30-day comment period  
for cooperating and 
participating agencies  
and public) 

Provide cooperating and 
participating agencies and the 
public with range of alternatives 
being considered; solicit 
comments 

Comments on range of 
alternatives and issues of 
concern 

Cooperating and 
participating 
agencies and the 
public 

Impact assessment 
methodologies and level of 
detail required for analysis 
of alternatives 
(30-day comment period for 
cooperating and 
participating agencies; 
period can be modified; not 
required by SAFETEA-LUa) 

Provide cooperating and 
participating agencies opportunity 
to collaborate on the development 
and review of the methodologies 
and level of detail required for the 
analysis of alternatives 

Collaboration and input 
through the development of 
methodologies, and 
comments on proposed 
methodologies 

Lead, cooperating, 
and participating 
agencies, and the 
public 

Impacts to the natural and 
human environments  
(an expected responsibility 
of cooperating and 
participating agencies; not 
required by SAFETEA-LU) 

Identification of environmental 
resources located within study 
area and general location of 
alternatives 

Identification of any issues 
that could substantially delay 
permit approval 

Cooperating and 
participating 
agencies and the 
public 

Draft EISb  

Detailed description of the 
affected environment, range of 
alternatives, and an analysis of 
impacts for each alternative; 
includes relevant agency and 
public input to date  

Comments on range of 
alternatives, affected 
environment, and impact 
analysis 

Lead, cooperating, 
and participating 
agencies, and the 
public 

Preferred alternative 

Range of alternatives are 
narrowed to the preferred 
alternative for inclusion in the 
Final EIS 

Identification of preferred 
alternative occurs after 
public and agency 
comments are received on 
Draft EIS  

Lead, cooperating, 
and participating 
agencies 

Final EIS 
Identification of the preferred 
alternative and recommendation 
for the proposed action 

No formal comment period is 
anticipated; however, major 
opposition to the proposed 
action can be submitted as a 
protest to the agency 

Lead, cooperating, 
and participating 
agencies, and the 
public 

Record of Decision 
Final action prior to project 
implementation 

No formal comment period 
follows issuance of the 
Record of Decision 

 Lead agency 

a Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users     b environmental impact statement 
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3.3 NEPA EIS Process Distribution of Information 

This section provides information regarding how lead agencies will make information available to 

cooperating agencies, participating agencies, and the public. This section was last updated on April 19, 2011. 

Table 6 lists key coordination points, including which agency is responsible for activities during that 

coordination point. It specifies the information required at each coordination point and who is responsible for 

transmitting that information.  

Table 6.  Information distribution 

Coordination point 
How information will be distributed to reviewing and commenting parties 

Cooperating or participating agency Public 

Notice of Intent 
Publish in Federal Register; invite agencies 
to scoping meetings; update website 

Public notice in local newspaper and Federal 
Register; invite public to scoping meetings; 
update website 

Section 6002 
coordination plan 

Distribute to agencies Public information meeting, website 

Public involvement plan Progress meeting, website Website 

Purpose and need Progress meeting Public information meeting 

Range of alternatives Progress meeting, website Public information meeting, website 

Impact assessment 
methodologies and 
level of detail required 
for analysis of 
alternatives 

Progress meeting, website 
Public information meeting, website 
(note that collaboration with public for this 
coordination point is optional) 

Impacts to the natural 
and human 
environments 

Progress meeting, website Public information meeting, website 

Draft environmental 
impact statement 

Progress meeting, website, availability for 
review at certain locations, notification 

Website, availability for review at certain 
locations, notification 

Preferred alternative Progress meeting, website, public hearing 
Public information meeting, website, public 
hearing 

Final environmental 
impact statement 

Website, availability for review at certain 
locations 

Website, availability for review at certain 
locations 

Record of Decision Website, notice, Federal Register Website, notice, Federal Register 
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4 Study Schedule 

The schedule presented in Table 7 includes key coordination points, the anticipated date of information 

“out,” and the commenting and reviewing parties. Note that dates in brackets are tentative or pending. 

Review times for documents distributed at each coordination point are 30 calendar days.  

Table 7.  Study schedule 

Coordination pointa 
Information outb 

(date) 
Commenting  

and reviewing parties 

Notice of Intent Published (September 20, 2010) Lead agencies 

Scoping meetings 

Agency scoping occurred within 30 days 
after Notice of Intent was published 
(October 5, 2010); public scoping 
occurred after agency scoping 
(October 19, 21, 26, and 28, 2010) 

Participating and cooperating agencies, 
interested stakeholders, and the public 

Section 6002 coordination plan 
Available for comment after scoping 
period 

Cooperating and participating agencies 
and the public 

Purpose and need 
Available for comment after scoping 
period  

Cooperating and participating agencies  
and the public 

Range of alternatives 
Available for comment after scoping 
period 

Cooperating and participating agencies 

Draft technical reports 
Available for lead agency review 
[Summer 2014] 

ADOTd and FHWAe 

Preliminary draft environmental 
impact statementc 

Available for lead agency review  
[Summer 2014] 

ADOT and FHWA 

Draft environmental impact 
statementc and public hearing 

Available for agency and public review 
and comment [Fall 2014] 

Cooperating and participating agencies 
and the public 

Preferred alternative 
Available for agency review  
[Winter 2014] 

Cooperating and participating agencies 

Preliminary final environmental 
impact statementc 

Available for lead agency review  
[Spring 2015] 

ADOT and FHWA 

Final environmental impact 
statementc 

Available for agency and public review 
and comment [Summer 2015] 

Cooperating and participating agencies 
and public 

Record of Decisionc Published [Fall 2015] ADOT and FHWA 

Permits, licenses, or approvals 
after the Record of Decision 

To be determined Affected agencies 

Note: Dates in brackets are tentative or pending. 
a Lead agencies will distribute information to reviewing and commenting parties associated with these coordination points. 
b Information associated with coordination points may be made available to the public for comment though open houses and/or the study 
website.  

c Requires a Federal Highway Administration-negotiated time frame 
d Arizona Department of Transportation 
e Federal Highway Administration 
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5 Conflict Resolution 

SAFETEA-LU provides a formal process for resolving serious issues that may delay the proposed project or 

may result in denial of a required approval for the proposed project. ADOT or the Governor of Arizona may 

invoke the Section 6002 process for issue resolution at any time. However, the conflict resolution process 

discussed below should be considered the first option for issue resolution prior to invocation of Section 6002. 

Table 8 lists the cooperating agency contact persons who would be involved in each step of the conflict 

resolution process for the North–South Corridor Study. 

Should an issue come to an impasse, the general process for addressing and resolving the issue would be: 

1. Involved parties will identify and agree on the issue to be resolved at the project manager level. 

2. The manager at the area, district, or section level will initiate the conflict resolution process. 

3. ADOT or FHWA will notify the cooperating agency manager at the regional or deputy level. 

4. ADOT or FHWA will compile and submit all pertinent information to involved parties. 

5. Involved parties will determine whether all information necessary for issue resolution has been received. 

6. ADOT or FHWA will hold a formal meeting (involving the first three tiers of management) to resolve 

the issue, followed by a 30-day review/decision period. 

7. A decision will be made, recorded, and passed on to the appropriate team members. 

8. The process is completed. 

If issue resolution does not occur, a discussion of the issue and why resolution could not be reached will be 

submitted to the heads (administrator, director, or commander) of the cooperating agencies for further 

review. 
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Table 8.  Cooperating agency conflict resolution contact matrix 

Management 
Level 

Arizona 
Department of 
Transportation 

Federal 
Highway 

Administration 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers 

U.S. Department  
of the Interior Bureau 

of Reclamation 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 

U.S. Fish  
and Wildlife 

Service 

Western Area 
Power 

Administration 

Tier 1 
Project 
Manager 

Environmental 
Planner 

Project Manager 

Environmental 
Program 
Manager 

Area Engineer 

Environmental 
Protection 
Specialist 

ADOT Liaison to 
U.S. Army Corps  
of Engineers 
Regulatory 

Chief of Environmental 
Resources 
Management Division 

Environmental 
Resources 
Specialist 

Field Manager 
Environmental 
Manager 

Tier 2 
Manager  
at Area,   
District, or 
Section Level 

Predesign 
Section Manager 

Major Projects 
Manager 

 
Chief of Arizona 
Regulatory 
Branch 

Area Manager 
Transportation  
Team Supervisor 

Field Supervisor Not applicable 

Tier 3 
Manager at 
Regional or 
Deputy Level 

Deputy State 
Engineer/ 
Development 

ITDa State 
Engineer  

Senior 
Engineering 
Manager 

 
Chief of 
Regulatory Los 
Angeles Division 

Deputy Regional 
Director 

Division Director  
for Community  
and Ecosystems 

Southwest 
Deputy Regional 
Director 

Regional 
Manager 

Tier 4 
Administrator, 
Director, or 
Commander 

Director 
Division 
Administrator 

 
Commander/ 
District Engineer 

Regional Director 
Regional 
Administrator 

Regional Director Administrator 

 a Intermodal Transportation Division 
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6 Revision History 

Table 9 identifies changes to this coordination plan. 

Note that if a schedule was included in the original coordination plan and it is the item that requires 

modification, concurrence on the schedule change is required only if the schedule is being shortened and then 

only from joint lead agencies, not all cooperating and participating agencies. However, if the schedule is 

modified, then the modified schedule must be shared with the public and all cooperating and participating 

agencies. 

Table 9.  Document revision history 

Version Date Section Revision description and justification 

1.0 March 9, 2010 Overall document General comments, revisions, and refinement 

1.1 September 29, 2010 Overall document 
Specific clarifications to study details, schedule, and 
agency invitation list  

1.2 January 7, 2011 Overall document 
Update purpose and need discussion, cooperating 
and participating agency status, coordination 
activities, and study schedule 

1.3 April 19, 2011 Overall document 
Update status of cooperating and participating 
agencies, discuss review times, and add conflict 
resolution process 

1.4 November 3, 2011 Sections 4 and 5 Revisions in response to agency comments 

1.5 July XX, 2013 Section 2 and 4 
Update status of cooperating and participating 
agencies, schedule 
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Appendix A.  Cooperating Agency Letters



































U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Ms. Rebecca Swiecki 

JUL 1 7 2013 

Federal Highway Administration 
4000 N. Central Avenue, Suite 1500 

Phoenix, Arizona 85012-3500 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington , DC 20590 

Subject: Cooperating Agency Invitation; North-South Co~idor Study, Pinal County, Arizona 

Dear Ms. Swiecki: 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) received your transmittal from October 13,2010. Thank 
you for inviting FRA to act as a cooperating agency with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHW A) and the Arizona Department ofTransportation (ADOT) in the development of the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the North-South Corridor Study in Pinal County, Arizona. 

FRA requests cooperating agency status on this EIS. FRA has an interest in the North-South 
Corridor Study as decisions for the roadway alignments, environmental studies (economic impacts, 
cultural, hazardous materials, air, invasive species, endangered species, socioeconomics and water) 
and evaluation of the alternatives in the Study Corridor could impact the Arizona Passenger Rail 
Corridor Study: Tucson to Phoenix Project. FRA and the Federal Transit Administration are funding 
the Arizona Passenger Rail Corridor Study~ for which FHW A is a cooperating agency. 

In accordance with 40 CFR 1501.6,as a cooperating agency, FRA anticipates being afforded the 
opportunity to participate in NEP A coordination meetings, raise concerns about technical studies, 
provide information on alternatives/mitigation, and review/provide comments on pre-draft/pre-final 
documents relation to environmental issues of concern. 

Ms. Andrea Martin, Environmental Protection Specialist in the Office of Railroad Policy and 
Development, of my staff is hereby designated as the primary point of contact for the Project. Ms. 
Martin can be reached at (202) 493-6201 or email andrea.martin@dot.gov. 

We look forward to working with FHW A and ADOT on this Project. 

Sincerely, h 
~£-t~?c~ fla__fdf? } ~ 2 (', (' /7 

David Y. e stem 
Division Chief, Environment and Systems Planning 
Federal Railroad Administration 

CC: Michael Kies, ADOT Multimodal Planning 
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Appendix B.  Participating Agency Letters



From: Duarte, Richard M.
To: Schippers, Susanna; Cecere, Pamela
Subject: FW: H7454 - Response to Cooperating Agency Invitation
Date: Friday, April 01, 2011 9:54:01 AM

 
 
From: Rebecca Swiecki [mailto:RSwiecki@azdot.gov] 
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2010 5:22 AM
To: 'mary.frye@dot.gov'
Cc: Duarte, Richard M.
Subject: FW: H7454 - Response to Cooperating Agency Invitation
 
fyi
 

From: ryoung@azstateparks.gov [mailto:ryoung@azstateparks.gov] 
Sent: Saturday, October 16, 2010 12:51 PM
To: Rebecca Swiecki
Subject: Response to Cooperating Agency Invitation
 
Rebecca,

In repose to your written invitation regarding: HOP AZ STP-999-A(BBM) TRACS No. 999 PN 000 H7454
O1L North-South Corridor Study Cooperating Agency Invitation, I will be participating in your request
representing Arizona State Parks.  Please feel free to correspond through the mailing address on record
or preferably e-mail at ryoung@azstateparks.

Robert Young
Park Manager
Picacho Peak State Park
520-466-3183
Fax: 520-466-7442

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

mailto:/O=HDR/OU=HDRHUB/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=RDUARTE
mailto:Susanna.Schippers@hdrinc.com
mailto:Pamela.Cecere@hdrinc.com






From: Duarte, Richard M.
To: Cecere, Pamela; Schippers, Susanna
Subject: FW: ADOT North-South Corridor participation
Date: Friday, April 01, 2011 9:43:20 AM

 
 
From: Rebecca Swiecki [mailto:RSwiecki@azdot.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2010 5:15 AM
To: Javier Gurrola; 'mary.frye@dot.gov'
Cc: Duarte, Richard M.
Subject: FW: ADOT North-South Corridor participation
 
fyi
 

From: Mark Thompson [mailto:Mark.Thompson@florenceaz.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 5:17 PM
To: Rebecca Swiecki
Cc: Mark Eckhoff
Subject: RE: ADOT North-South Corridor participation
 
Hello,
 
The Planning Director, Mark Eckhoff accepts your invitation to participate in the ADOT North-South
Corridor study and will be the main contact person for the Town of Florence. He can be reached at
520-868-7540 or via email at mark.eckhoff@florenceaz.gov
 
Thank you,
 
 

Mark Thompson
Planner I
Town of Florence
P.O. Box 2670
600 N. Main Street
Florence, AZ 85132
Office (520) 868-7572
Fax: (520) 868-7546
www.florenceaz.gov
 
Extended hours of operation to better serve you and promote energy conservation and trip reduction.
Monday - Thursday 7am - 6pm.  Closed Friday.
 
 
 
 

Pursuant to A.R.S. 39-121, this e-mail and any attachments may be considered a public
record subject to public inspection. Please be advised that the public, including news
media,  may request access to e-mail sent and received pursuant to the Arizona Public
Records law and the Freedom of Information Act.

CONFIDENTIAL AND PRIVILEGED
This transmission (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communications

mailto:/O=HDR/OU=HDRHUB/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=RDUARTE
mailto:Pamela.Cecere@hdrinc.com
mailto:Susanna.Schippers@hdrinc.com
mailto:mark.eckhoff@florenceaz.gov
http://www.florenceaz.gov/


Privacy Act, 18 USC Sections 2510-2521. The information contained in this transmission
may contain privileged and confidential information. It is intended only for the use of
the person(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any review, dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender
by reply email and destroy all  copies of the original message.

- E-mail scanned by McAfee Anti-Virus
- Website: http://www.florenceaz.gov

Disclaimer # 6955-149

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.













From: Duarte, Richard M.
To: Schippers, Susanna; Cecere, Pamela
Subject: FW: HOP AZ STP-999-A(BBM) North-South Corridor Study Cooperating Agency Invitation
Date: Friday, April 01, 2011 9:55:18 AM

 
 
From: Rebecca Swiecki [mailto:RSwiecki@azdot.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, November 11, 2010 9:48 AM
To: mary.frye@dot.gov; Duarte, Richard M.
Cc: Javier Gurrola
Subject: FW: HOP AZ STP-999-A(BBM) North-South Corridor Study Cooperating Agency Invitation
 
fyi

From: Wayne Balmer [wayne.balmer@queencreek.org]
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 1:52 PM
To: Rebecca Swiecki
Cc: Tom Condit; Troy White; Wendy Kaserman; Javier Gurrola
Subject: HOP AZ STP-999-A(BBM) North-South Corridor Study Cooperating Agency Invitation

Dear Rebecca:
 
Thank you for your invitation to the Town of Queen Creek to become a participating agency with
FHWA in the development of the NEPA document for the North-South Freeway Corridor.
The Town accepts your invitation and is pleased to become part of the process. We have already
been working with Javier on this project, and we are prepared to provide any assistance you may
require of us. I will be the Town’s point of contact for this project, so in the future please send any
information you may have to me at the address below.
 
Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
 
Best regards.
 
Wayne Balmer, AICP | Community Development Manager, Development Services Department | Town
of Queen Creek | phone: 480-358-3095 | fax: 480-358-3105 | e-mail: wayne.balmer@queencreek.org |
22350 S. Ellsworth Road, Queen Creek, AZ 85242 | www.queencreek.org  
Office hours: Monday – Thursday, 7 a.m. – 6 p.m., closed on Fridays

E-mails that board members or staff generate pertaining to the business of the public body are public records. Therefore, the e-mails must be
preserved according to a records retention program and generally  be made available for public inspection. The recipient of this message is hereby
notified that participation in email  discussions with this sender can and will result  in all information contained therein being reviewed by any
interested parties, including media outlets and reporters. To ensure compliance with the Open Meeting Law, Town Council recipients of this message
should not forward it  to other members of the Council. Members of the Council may reply to this message, but  they should not send a copy of the
reply to other members. Any questions may be directed to the Town of Queen Creek’s Town Attorney: 602-285-5000.

 
 
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

mailto:/O=HDR/OU=HDRHUB/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=RDUARTE
mailto:Susanna.Schippers@hdrinc.com
mailto:Pamela.Cecere@hdrinc.com
mailto:wayne.balmer@queencreek.org
http://www.queencreek.org/
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Appendix C.  Agency Contact List 

 



North-South Corridor Study
Agency and Stakeholder Contact List

Agency Department Last name First name Title Address Address 2 City State ZIP Code Phone E-mail

Arizona Department of Transportation Environmental Planning Group Cady Joanie Environmental Planner III 1611 W. Jackson St. MD EM02 Phoenix AZ 85007 602.712.7767 jcady@azdot.gov

Federal Highway Administration Arizona Division Office Cremer David Environmental Coordinator 4000 N. Central Ave. Suite 1500 Phoenix AZ 85012-1906 602.382.8976 david.cremer@dot.gov

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Tucker Kathleen ADOT Liaison to Army Corps 3636 N. Central Ave. Suite 900 Phoenix AZ 85012 602.640.5385 kathleen.a.tucker@usace.army.mil

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Phoenix Area Office McGlothlen John 6150 W. Thunderbird Rd. Glendale AZ 85306-4001 623.773.6256 jmcglothlen@usbr.gov

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region IX Meek Clifton Environmental Specialist 75 Hawthorne St. CED-2 San Francisco CA 94105 415.972.3370 meek.clifton@epa.gov 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Tucson Sub Office Richardson Scott Biologist 201 N. Bonita Suite 141 Tucson AZ 85745 520.670.6150 scott_richardson@fws.gov

U.S. Federal Railroad Administration Office of Railroad Policy and 
Development Martin Andrea Environmental Protection Specialist 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Washington DC 20590 202.493.6201 andrea.martin@dot.gov

Western Area Power Administration Desert Southwest Region Barger Mary NEPA Document Manager 615 S. 43rd Ave. PO Box 6457 Phoenix AZ 85005-6457 602.605.2524 barger@wapa.gov

Arizona Air National Guard Planning and Programming Mallach Sandra Director 5636 E. McDowell Rd. Phoenix AZ 85008-3495 602.629.4395 sandra.mallach@us.army.mil

Arizona Game and Fish Department Region V Windes John Habitat Program Manager 555 N. Greasewood Rd. Tucson AZ 85745 520.628.5376 jwindes@azgfd.gov

Arizona Game and Fish Department Region VI Wolff-Krauter Kelly Habitat Specialist 7200 E. University Ave. Mesa AZ 85207 480.981.9400 kwolff-krauter@azgfd.gov

Arizona State Parks Picacho Peak State Park Young Robert Park Manager PO Box 275 Picacho AZ 85241 520.466.3183 ryoung@azstateparks.gov

City of Apache Junction Pham Giao City Engineer 300 E. Superstition Blvd. Apache Junction AZ 85219 480.474.8516 gpham@ajcity.net

City of Casa Grande Public Works Louis Kevin Director 3181 N. Lear Ave. Casa Grande AZ 85122 520.421.8625 klouis@casagrandeaz.gov

City of Eloy Community Development Krauss Harvey Director 1137 W. Houser Rd. Eloy AZ 85131 520.466.3082 hkrauss@Ci.Eloy.AZ.US

City of Mesa Transportation Department Hash James Senior Planner 300 E. Sixth St. PO Box 1466 Mesa AZ 85211-1466 480.644.3556 james.hash@mesaaz.gov
Town of Florence Planning Eckhoff Mark Planning Director 600 N. Main St. PO Box 2670 Florence AZ 85132 520.868.7540 mark.eckhoff@florenceaz.gov

Town of Queen Creek Development Services Balmer Wayne Community Development Manager 22350 S. Ellsworth Rd. Queen Creek AZ 85242 480.358.3095 wayne.balmer@queencreek.org

U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service State Office Smarik Steve Conservationist 230 N. 1st Ave. Suite 509 Phoenix AZ 85003 602.280.8801 steve.smarik@az.usda.gov

U.S. Bureau of Land Management Hassayampa District Office Bulletts Angela Hassayampa District Manager 21605 N. 7th Ave. Phoenix AZ 85027 623.580.5500 angela_bulletts@blm.gov

U.S. Federal Aviation Administration Western Region Withycomb William Regional Administrator 15000 Aviation Blvd. Lawndale CA 90261 310.725.3550 william.withycombe@faa.gov

U.S. Federal Transit Administration Region 9 Rogers Leslie Regional Administrator 201 Mission St. Suite 1650 San Francisco CA 94105 415.744.3133 Leslie.rogers@fta.dot.gov

Arizona Department of Corrections AZ State Prison Complex - 
Florence McWilliams Carson Warden P.O. Box 629 Florence AZ 85232 520.868.4011 cmcwilliams@azcorrections.gov

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality Southwest Arizona Scalamera Rob 1110 W. Washington St. Mailstop 5415A-1 Phoenix AZ 85007 602.771.2300 scalamera.robert@ev.state.az.us

Arizona Department of Public Safety Highway Patrol Division Corbin Lt. Mike Casa Grande - District 6 Headquarters 410 West Centennial Casa Grande AZ 85222 520.836.1057 mcorbin@azdps.gov

Arizona State Land Department Planning Green Michelle Project Manager 1616 W. Adams Phoenix AZ 85007 602.364.2502 mgreen@land.az.gov
Central Arizona Association of Governments Transportation Patro Sooraz Transportation Data Coordinator 1075 S. Idaho Rd. Suite 300 Apache Junction AZ 85219 480.474.9300 spatro@caagcentral.org

Central Arizona Project Engineering Kernan Patrick Civil Engineer 23636 N. Seventh St. PO Box 43020 Phoenix AZ 85024 623.869.2494 pkernan@cap-az.com

Central Arizona Project Recreational Trails Coordination Fitzgerald Tom Lands Administrator 23636 N. Seventh St. PO Box 43020 Phoenix AZ 85024 623.869.2209 tfitzgerald@cap-az.com

City of Coolidge City Manager Flatley Robert Manager 130 W. Central Ave. Coolidge AZ 85228 520.723.5631 bobf@coolidgeaz.com

Key stakeholders

Lead agencies

Cooperating agencies

Participating agencies
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North-South Corridor Study
Agency and Stakeholder Contact List

Agency Department Last name First name Title Address Address 2 City State ZIP Code Phone E-mail

Maricopa Association of Governments Transportation Herzog Roger 302 N. 1st Ave. Suite 300 Phoenix AZ 85003 602.254.6300 rherzog@azmag.gov
Maricopa County Transportation Division Sabatini Mike Planning Division Manager 2901 W. Durango St Phoenix AZ 85009 602.506.8600 michaelsabatini@mail.maricopa.gov
Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport Authority Planning Fix Walt Planning Director 5835 S. Sossaman Rd. Mesa AZ 85212 480.988.7709 wfix@phxmesagateway.org

Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport Authority Development Williams Carmen Airport Planner 5835 S. Sossaman Rd. Mesa AZ 85212 480.988.7705 cwilliams@phxmesagateway.org

Pima Association of Governments Hayes Gary Executive Director 177 N. Church Ave. Suite 405 Tucson AZ 85701 520.792.1093 ghayes@pagnet.org

Pima Association of Governments Transportation Planning Campbell Cherie Transportation Planning Director 177 N. Church Ave. Suite 405 Tucson AZ 85701 520.792.1093 ccampbell@pagnet.org
Pinal County Planning and Development Stabley Jerry  Director 31 N. Pinal St. Bldg. F Florence AZ 85132 520.866.6442 Jerrold.Stabley@pinalcountyaz.gov
Salt River Project Voda Michael Project Engineer PO Box 52025 Phoenix AZ 85072 602.236.5122 michael.voda@srpnet.com
Town of Gilbert Planning and Development Mieras Kyle Manager 90 E. Civic Center Drive Gilbert AZ 85296 480.503.6705 kyle.mieras@gilbertaz.gov
Valley Metro Valley Metro/RPTA Boggs Stuart Manager 302 N. 1st Ave. Suite 700 Phoenix AZ 85003 602.262.7242 sboggs@valleymetro.org

Page 2 of 2
8/22/2013


	Appendix_A_Coop_Agency_Letters.pdf
	2010-11-03_Corps_to_FHWA
	2010-11-04_Reclamation_to_FHWA
	2010-11-02_EPA_to_FHWA

	Appendix_B_Partic_Agency_Letters.pdf
	2010-11-10_AZ_Natl_Guard_to_ADOT
	2010-11-08_AGFD_to_ADOT
	2010-10-21_AJ_to_ADOT
	2010-11-08_CG_to_ADOT
	2010-10-26_Eloy_to_ADOT
	2010-11-03_Mesa_to_ADOT




